we have $34.  For Citation 7, we have $52, assessment, and
for Citation 12, $34. For Citation 10, $52. For Citation 2,
$52.  For Citation 13, $34.  In each case we would combine
the Citations, we would modify it, and wipe out the $52
citation.  So we wipe out the 3 $52 citations with a reduc-
tion in the penalty of $156 down to $310. Then quite
frankly, to round it off, take into consideration
Mr. Douglass not to great financial strength, we simply want
to cut down the other $10 to the $300, which his counsel has
agreed to pay. We think that the reasons for modifying the
citations are, one, that we have the discretion to do it;
secondly, the man is just not super wealthy, like Peabody
Coal Co.  So, I would appreciate it if the Court would con-
sider the agreement in that context.  I would like to state
that we have agreed, counsel and I have agreed, that he pay
in installments.  There is a $300 penalty to be paid in $100
every month for three months. This company shouldn't have to
pay $300 in one month.  I don't know, but it would put a dent
in his personal finances.  There is no reason to make it all
at once.

JUDGE COOK:  Now, Mr. Austin, what is your position on
this?

MR. AUSTIN: Thank you. My position is the same as my
colleagues.  It is something that we have agreed to after
discussing it, and we were in hopes of reaching an agreement
and presentation to the Court, and I would concur with what
he recommends.

JUDGE COOK:  Very well. Now, before we conclude it
then, Mr. Baskin, how did you want to handle the matter
that you suggested of making some motion concerning three
of the charges? How did you want to handle that?

MR. BASKIN: Well, to put it in perspective, I would
move, your Honor, that Citation No. 4 be vacated and that
Citation No. 11 be modified to refer to lack of guarding
not only at the return idler, but at the tail pulley on the
one and a half in conveyor belt. With respect to Citation
Nos. 7 and 12, I would move for vacating on Citation No. 7
and modification of Citation No. 12 to state there was lack
of guarding not only at the return idler but also at the
tail  pulley on the conveyor belt under the washing screen.
With respect to Citations No. 10 and 13, we would move that
Citation No. 10 be vacated and that Citation No. 13 be
modified to refer to lack of guarding not only at the
return idler but at the tail pulley on the return convevor.
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at for Citation 4,   we  have a  $52  assessment.     Citation  11
